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Debate 

broadcast S group sald^yeSer ^cluVed d ^ouid be in- 
day That Nixoh adrtSa ,w arn ^ ■ ^ r Whiteheat 

tion proposals to modify TV spTechVhat^fi !? diana P° Ii! 
license renewal rules erf an^ I‘ at ! on ma W 
“appear to be very much In X^LTn offifia,s 

the public interest.” !• J act . t0i L< 2 ^* ct 

— At the same time,, John, 4 . the networks . J ; ^ 
Schneider said he “deplored” 0I ^y be Considered willing 
the “unwarranted allega- 4 Participants, to be held fully 
tions .and sonie of the iim accountable . at license 
plications” contained in the rene Wal time.” - ", 

^f^ de a iy ® I ? d b / 9mM ; ■ ^^eek, NBG president 
Whitehead; Atfhen the, latter Julian Goodman pointed but 
announced the legislative that difference between the 
changes, last month in Indi- fPeech and the .-actual legit 
anapolis. lation when he notified his 

Whitehead, director of "the ' ! 

Office of Telecomm, / ^ th<! Principle of the 

tions Policy, had • attacked 

, what he called “the ideologic sizable, t He noted that 4 
V cal plugola” arid “elitist eo* dear distinction must be 
sip in the guise of nfws een th u pr() 'POsed 

analysis- in network news 

and news analysis. The Dec V * v; ' . & 

18 charges brought a sharp A® ^tailed Thursday in 

reaction from a number of ?* ew York by the OTP direc- 
broadcasters. . / tor, the administration pro- 

The ensuing ' controversy , p ° Sa,W0Uld: ' - ' ^ 

n^riookeci the fact that •Extend broadcast 'li- 
vVnitehead^s r proposed w f£P. se renewal periods' -from' 
changes in the. Gommuni^ the present, three to fiv* 

:tionR,Anf /vP mo a ju - * .» ’ * ^eafS^ . “U.a • v 



Mjansunics 

: tions Act of 1934 did not iiu * * - * 

h!s d a e tt Ie t Slati0n sup P drtin S * Eliminate comparatlv 

^aflSr? e <rf Sn?! TO he?rln es by the FfcC^hOr 
a Y? , abates ever a competing applies 

to tmlance alleged bias. tion is filed for the^am* 

he industry had inferred See TELEVISION, C7, Col s 





.. , ’ 1 ■••• \ • 

y “Schneider said network attorneys had 
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administration proposal ‘does not alter 
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advised that the 
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existing law with 



regard to license responsibility for what 
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broadcast service at renewal 
time. . . 

• Ban the FCC from 
‘•restructuring the broad- 1 , 
casting industry” through 
its license renewal process. 

• Halt use of 
“predetermined perform- 
ance criteria” by the FCC in 
evaluating renewal applica- 
tions. 

Schneider also urged yes- 
, terday that authority be 
granted to the FCC on an 
experimental basis to 
“permit suspension of Fair- 
ness Doctrine obligations in 
cities having 25 or more ra- 
dia broadcast ✓'licensees?' 



Schneider pointed out that 
Whitehead previously had & 
mentioned this plan. 

The CBS executive said 
such an experiment couy 
help determine “whether 
the goal of an informed citi- 
zenry might' be better 
served by giving! radio sta- 
tions the same freedom 
from governmental surveil- 
lance that print media have 
had since the founding of 
the republic.” 

Schneider’s proposals 
were contained in a teletype 
message to the network’s 
194 television and 254 radio 
affiliates. 

He said network attorneys 
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had advised that the admin- 
istration proposal “does not*’?* 
alter existing law with re- ??} 
gard to license responsibil- ?J-5 
ity for. what is broadcast”??} 
and added parenthetically 
that “individual broadcast U-H T 
censees have been and should * I \ 
be responsible for what they H v 
broadcast.” 

He added, however, that? ^5 ■ 
“we would be concerned if;?; 
the context of the White*??! 
head speech announcing the}*? 
bill . . . could be interpreted? ?.' 
as meaning, ar alteration of}?; 
exisiting law to impose?’ 
novel and undefined Fair?}? 
ness Doctrine obligations v- 
upon licensees or networks.’! - 1 



